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3{fu 
"wrdT 

+isqr lt,/l"tb-+.s.g. (\'d.dl.) ffatq trs.t".l"ttg + {rar ce il6 sfifu€ 3Tr*r s.

"g/e"ib-w.&. Earo ta.tt.r.trs fr sr,yr.r A, * ril{i dTaI, 3{trr a.OB*r+ +fiBc, srCrqrErq

da-d qBc +t Fa.a sfuF-+q lqqv 4,t qrtzs, *drq tcra ga sfufr'+a 1388 6t qrr 3e t'
3iillrd {S 6r ?rt 3rffi * F-<f n $r}sr crfrd rri t rtsq t :iqrd qrffi * w * fr--q+a

l+-qr rrqr t.

In pursuance to Board's Notihcation No. 26 I 2Ol7 -C.Ex. (NT) dated 17 10217 read

with Board,s order No. 05/2017-ST dated 16.11.2017, Shri Gopi Nath, Additional Director

General of Audit, Ahmedabad ZorLal Unit, Ahmedabad has been appointed as Appellate

Authority for the purpose of passing orders in respect of appeats hled under section 35 of

Central Excise Act, 1944 and Section 85 of the Finance Act, 1994.

(A)

(i)

(ii)

4

g

3{rR 3Tr -qrra/ {r -{f,d 3]qfid/ fqqfd/ €6r:Ifi snqra, idq Siqrd fl6/ sdrcF{, {rd-+tc / dr}l;IJR

i aEfitnfrr -dnr" ls{ftfud urft-aa :niler d qffia: 7

Arising oui of above mentioned OIO 
-issued by Additional/Joint/ Deputy/ Assistant

Commissioner, Central Excise / Service Ta-x, Rajkot / Jamnagar / Gandhidham :

3T+trfi-dl & qffi sr arrl (rd q?Ii /Name & Address of the Appellants & Respondent :-

l.M/s Guru Ashish Ship Breakersn, "UB Aggarwal House",, 229L 12292-LlL' HiLl

Drive, Bhavnagar - 364 OO2.

2. Shri Sukesh Balkrishna Aggarwal, Partner of M/s Guru Ashish Ship Breakers,,

3. Shri Kishorbhai A, Patel Prop. Of Shree Krishna Enterprises, Bhavnagar

4. Shri. Vlnodbhai Amarshibhai Patel, Plot No.2O, Santosh Park Society'

Subhash Nagar, Bhavnagar

5s 3Tr*(3tfid) + dqfeld sr$ dqFd ffifua rfti; ,i sqqra qrffi i vrfu+p1 6 *ro
srfd 6r{{ w strdr tr/
e'nu r.."on assrieved by this Order-in-Appeal may file al appeat to the appropriate authority
in th-e followine wav.

*ffr ar6 .#frq rsrE q16 rd fdmr ]rtrrq amrfu+rq fi cfr $qrd' *dq scqrq eiq6

rifuFfiiff -is+q fi qrtr'3sB t srrll-a qq Bra vfuF-+s' tgg+ +1 trRI 86 + 3{ana

ffiBa wrc 6t ar srfr t rl
eoo"J to Cu"to-s. Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal under Section 358 of CEA' 1944

/'dnder Section 86 of the Finance A( t, 1994 an appeal lies to:-

.raftrtor raiaa t grEftra €?t firffd fiffr rla', adq Scql d ?16 (rd t-dr6{ 3I+&{
;qsrffir fi Etq ffd, t€c fl6 ;i 2. 3JR. +. Tta. ilg Ffcfr, +l #r -f,rfr qrfd( l/

The special bench of Cusloms, Excise & Service tax.{pPellate Tribunal oI West Block No. 2.

n.fi. 
-fu-r"-, tl"* Delhi in all matlers rela[ing to classifiaation and \'aluation'

3qrt+a qffF&d 1(al H di \r ;Rr Jrftii t srsror sls ssfl 3rffi {a r;a' irffq 5.qrc eJffi i'd

i;il r;qdft- ffi'lftdit ,n qn'+q efffq fif}-6r, , ffi{" 6s e-5ardr 3rf,d" 3rsrdi

3zo"!E 6t Ar affi qrfdq l/

'TotheweslresionalbencholCustoms,Exciqe-&$e-ry1c^e.!alAppellateTribunal{CESTAT)at,', ix.'i'r'",iil "edii;"[ Biia;an, -AUil;-An;#d;6ud 380016 in cdse oI appeals other lhan as

lmentioned in para- 1{a) above



(iii)

(B)

(r)

(ii)

sql&q ;qlqTfrflur *'gqET 3rqtd qraf, 6{t * frq idq r.qr( q6 (3rffd) G-{frr{&, 2001,

t G-{q 6 t 3iil/rd Btrtft'd f6q l$ "qq{ ea-s +} sR cm fr E* fuqr arar qGq r f+n $
rq fi 6fl t'+ cF t gnr, ro raqK ?la; Er aYrr ,'srs fi airr 3it{ drlrql 4zr qatar, tw s

ars qr rg$ 6;I, 5 drrr Fc(, qr 50 tro tw .16 3d2[dt 50 drc sqa S 3IB6- t d *'q?t:

1,000/- 5qt, 5,0d0/- tqt 3rrdr 10,ooo/- qq$ +r frutfta sr etc{F 6I cft €-frrfr ott ftfrft-a
st6 6r arrrara. dtift-d 3{ffirq ;qlqrft-fi"T &' ener t s6T,nF {B+-er{ * arq t ffi sft

drdB-rfi +, t $-6 rqnr art Wf+.-d d'6 gFIe qsRI fai{r arf,r qrBt t +itifua Srlrc 6r }Irrdla.

d-+ Sr rs sngr d d qrF('s6l +i"iftla vfr-&q ;qr{IIfu-s{ET fir qnrcr Rld B I errrd vr{w (rl
3tri{) fi ftT mtra-.r+ + $?r 500/- wq +r FRiftd ?j6 drir 6rdr 6}4T l/

The aooeal to the ADDellate Tribunal shall be filed in quadruplicale in form EA 3 / as
nrescritred under Rulb'6 of Cenlral Excise {Appeal) Rrrles,2001 artd shall be accompa[ied
!.eainst one which al least should be accorilbanied bv a tee ol Rs l,000/ RS.5UOU/-'
R"s. 10.000/- where amounl of dury demand/inlerest/penalry/-rqlun-d i-s rlpto 5- Lac., 51,ac lo
50 Lac and above 50 Lac respectivelv iIr the torm ol crossed bank dralt In lavour ol Asst
R;rGliar-;T 6ianch of anv nominaled "Du blic sector bank of the place where the bench of any
nohinated oublic sector- bank o[ the place where the bench ol the'lribunal is srtuated.
A;Dfication irade for srant ol stav shall be accompanied bv a lee of Rs. 500/-.
.t+qidfq ;qrql1'rlfr{ur * gaar :rqla, E-d 3{F]rfr{q, I 994 +T trRr 86(1) + 3ffiJrd €_dr6{

1:ffi, 1994, t fa-{ff s(1) t df,d Btffoa cq{ s.r.-s ii {R cM d fir il si;afr qd 5st.
spr 51.s'3nhr * fa"$-d 3rff Sr 4S d, rs6r cfr {rQT ii {idrfl 6t (rnA t um sft lwrF-fr

Flfr lTfrrl 3fu Ffrd t 6q fr 6fl \'6 cfr t flTel, 6r fdr6{ 61 aftT ,Gqrcil fr aYrr 3t{ n.lnqr

4qr ilflH, 5c(' 5 dre qr tss 6fl, 5 dR4 5q\r qr 50 drs tqq d6 3n?rdr 50 arg Fqq t 3rfu6

t d'ra-?r, 1,000/- sqi, 5,000/- r+$ 3iemr '10,000/- tq$ +r Fqtfua FII ele.6 6I cfa +iilrd
;t'i F-ifid ir6; *r #rari +irifud -.yrtr]-q r{nqlfirn{"T 6r sngI * rOr++'16** } arq t
Cnd cfi Fraffid+ sf{ t i-6 +qrtr ilft ffia d-fi gTqe {dr{r lfiqr srdr qGp t +iEfua gme +r

crrErfr. +fi fit rg elrur g 64r arFr,36i fltifud :rq-eq-;q'raTfrsi"l ff enET Rrd t | trrrrd
inaer (Et :i-ir1 fi fru vrisa-q{ + €rtr 500/- wq 6r frqlfrd er6 trrrT rrar drn tl

The aooeal under sub secjion (Il ol Section 86 of the Finance Acl. 1994, to the Appellate
tiii,,i'i5-Snitl i,i r,t"a rri cluiitir Lbrliaii ln Foim S.T.5 as prescribed under Rule 9{1)'of the
Service Tax Rules. 199 l. aid Shall be ar-companied by a cbpv ot the order appqaled agarlst
ione oI which shall be cirrtified copvl and sliould be lccomDanied. b) a !ees-o.l .Rs louu/-
ivhere the amount oI service lax & ihteres{ demanded & penalty_ le_vrqd ol Hs. 5- Ld}(hs or less,
Rs.5O00/- where the amount ol servjce tax & interest detnandeq & pqnalty Ievred l^s more
than livd lal<hs but not exceeding Rs. Fi[lv Lal<hs, Rs.l0,0OrJ/- whcre the amqunI ol 

^servlce-
rax & interesl demanded & pendlty levieil is more lharl liltv- La,kis -rupqes. ln the.lolm.ol
crossed bank draJr in lavoui o[ the Assislan] Registraj. ol the bench ol nomrnated l'uoltc
Blii6i-ein ['-o i Gi iiiai? wheie fhe belrch of Tf6unal is situated / Applicarion made for
granl o[ slay shall be accompanied by a lee ol Rs 5OU/ -.

f-ca :+ftlG-+q, 1994 *I qnr 96 8r 3rr-qRr3ri (2) (ti (2A) * 3i6Jrd -s 6I drfr 3T+d, +drdF{

l;ffir, 1994, + F-{ff 9(2) r's 9(2A) t ro-a Fqtka cq.d s.r.-7 * 6T 3T sairfr tro ss* $rer

$rqra. i;ffq f,ir q elE; 3{aFII 3{rrFrd (:r{fat. d;ffq 3icrq si6 rqnr qrkd :ntlr fi cft-si

ii*-i 
"t i.*t- t .* 

"a 
,*Fi'dfr tG"i .i- :"o,na r"t HErq6 3q+? 3{erdr 3Er{FFd,

t-;fiq 3?qa 116i $a6r, 6) 3rffiq ;ql"nfufirq 6f 3rfr-{4 eJ 6[i 6r ft*er aA ard vr*r #r

cfa efr {Fr 6.'66ra arfi d-ff r /
The aDoeal under sub seclion (2) an(l {2Al of the secrion 86 the Finance Act 1994, -shall 

be

fiia lil'F;; Si.7ii prescribed uhder Rule q (2) & 9(2A) of the Service Ta-x Rules, 1994 and

.r,rff fr. 
"i.o-""nl.h 

Uv , copv of order of Commis;ioher Central Excise or Commissioner,

Ci"iiie-.ii inp,riul"t'ton. dlwhic6 shall be a certified copy) ar,,d copy ofthe ordei passed^

hv rhe Commissjoner ai.rLhorizins the Assisrant Commissioner or Deputy Commrssioner ol

C'. niiit s*.i"e/ Service Tax to file-rhe appeal before the Appellate Tribunal'

{lqT ir.xr, i;ffq 5,qrd erffi w +drfr{ v+dtq qrfufi{ur G-€tz) t cfr 3{ffdt + ffrqd fr *;-fic

r.qre "erE; :iftG-+a 194'4 6I tTRr 35(rEF + 3ffi?td, d frr ffis JftG-+q, 1994 dir qRr 83 S'

3{a-td'i-drm{ +t ,fi.q #I ar$ t, {s 3re?r t cfa 3{qi-$ q crft-fr{ur fr v+a rG.€ffi nq"
qp6rSdr fi aEr t ro cfAela ('10o/o), ;|d fi]7r lzi qqtdT ffi t, u galar, a-s *-+a ratar

#dTfta t, 6r srakml l+-qI dR', qsrs B-g€ trrrr * fud sffr l+ arfr drff 3rSft-d iq nfel <c

anYs rqr' t aff+ a 51q

*;ffq saqrq r5a r'ti S-oml *' 3id'td "aia fu('rru ar6" fr Ga enf$f, t
(i) trm tt S * fua r+a
(ii) ffie sqr fiI fr 4t rlnrr {rft}

iutt ffic arTr l;it+rr+ft + F-{q 6 fr sid/rd a{ {64
- iq$ ro Ffi {€ trrr } qrdqm Hr+ (s. 2) 3TEG-{a 2014 t'3iFter t-Xd Bm :iS-&{

fiffi fi sffir fffififr'r'rpra:r.S ('q 3{ffd +} aq +& ilntl
For an aooeal to be filed before the CESTAT, under section 35F of the central Excise 

-A-ct,
i!il";f#f,"il 

^L.J-"ai"pp1i."tie 
1o Sirvice'Tax under Section 83 of the Finance Act, 1994,

." """"ri un"irst rhis orier itJti ti" b.for. the Tribunal on payment ol l09o oflhe duty

Ja*dria"a wfrere dury or duty and penalD'are in dispute, or. pPnall\ where Denallv alone 1s ln

;i;;;i;. [.oria.a g,d.,,ornrli-pi. i?plr"ii-puy"6tE *outd'b. suiri..r to d ceilirig of Rs. l0
Crores.

llnder Central Excise and Service Tax, "Duty Demanded" shall include :

lil amount determined under Section lI D;
liir amount of erroneous Cenval Credit taken;
iiii) amouni payaule under Rule 6 oI thc.Cenvat credit Rules

- o-rl,f.a fuitt"t"'*iat-itJ'-o*ri"io"" ot this Se.tion shall not applv lo the stayf

norri."tlo"" lii*u;;;;i; o.l;ing 
-bitSii 

an5 appelare au(horiry prior ro the commencement r

t66 trinance (No.2) Act, 2014.

.n



(c) $Ra s{.FR +l qrtsrur 3r1|{i{ :

Revision aoottation to Govertrment of India:
si-ffi;H'-fiffi-nffi fffiffi ffi r, 4;fi-q 3iqrd ?Fq 3rfrF-{n, ree+ 6I rinr

ispg h clrq'qrdfi + 3rfrfid 3ttR sF+d, $rr{d s{6R, qafrei"r lntr{a g+rg, hra }iTril{. {rtr{3
FdlTrq, d:fr ffffid:fr-{d frq sffd, s{rd ffrd, a$ fa*dt- t tboo t , 6t 16-{r rmr {G('l /
A revision aoDlication lies to the Uttder Secrerarv, to the Covernment of India, Revision
AooiiCation []hit. Minrstrv of Ftnaj,lce, Deparlmefif o[ RPvenue, 1!h ['-loor' !qe-va-n^ -qeqp
Birildinp Parliament Street. New Delhi-l lO0OI. under Sectlon J5UE ol the UEA l9+4 ln
r;F;t-dl i6a ioiio*iire Case, gouemed bv first pr6vtso to sub-section {l} of Section S5B ibid:

qfr flrd fi ffi rrsra + qrtri C, il6r {6{rEI hn6 ara +l is,S mrrsri d srgr rTE a. crrrra
i, akra qI G6S dril arrori qr fu{ G;S't+ rrsR rrd t fi-t $tsr{ T6 cr{rlrd } aftra. qT ftd
eisR 116 C qr srs(rr ,i qro t rrsr{q + 41qa. ffi +rr<jri {fl fs.S erER ,16 S qrfr i T+l+ra
a; Erfla frr/
In case of anv loss of soods. where thc loss occurs in transit from a factory to a warehouse or
to another fa'ctorv or lrom bne warehouse to another durinq Lhe course of processing ol the
goods in a wareh6use or in storage whether in a factorv or ina warehouse

ffrad t dril{ ffi {ry qr &t{ +) fua 6{ G qm t fdfuIur d r.{fld 6tt Er.d q{ }tfi ,T+

*drq 5.cr6 ef6 fi ge (frio t qrrrd d, Ji rrra + ilE{ ffi {r'( tir fi{ +} frqtd ffr rrs tl

ln case of rebate of dutv oI excise on rtoods exoorted to any countn or territory outside lndia
of on excisable materidl -used- in the'manufaiture of lhe"goods which are eiporled to any
country or territory outside Indla.

rrfr r.qrd ?rffi 6I erdrdrfr 16(r kar sTrt,T # arar, iqre ql eIcrfr +] ard frsid fuqr 7rqr tl /
In case of g'ood s exdorted outside India export 1o Nepal or Bhutan, without pavmenl of durv.

sfaft-q-d racr( + rffr{d er6 + aprara } frq fi sqfi t-$d 5s sfuG-+a (rd $$fi frBa
+dfi"it t d-6d xrzr 6r rr{ t $k t$ .lnirr ;il mrra'tsqrfrl fi corr fuid stfrF-ra 1a. 21,

1998 #t qRr 109 + -dm B'q-d #I 45 altu 3rerdl fatufrftl'c{ qr qE fr qR-a Fa('rR'ttr
Credit of anv dutv aliorved to be utihzed towaJds pavment of excise duty on fLnal products
under the piovisidns of this Act or the Rules made lhere under such grdqr IS pa ssed b-v the
eommissioher (Appealsl on or afrer, the date appointed under Sec. 109 ofthe Finance [No.2)
Act, 1998.

Jqn-+d 3Traffi frr d cft-qi wrd sgqt. EA-8 fr, ;I fi d-frq t crdfl el6 (3iq-fl B-{flrfr,
2001, t G-{rff 9 fi 3id?td EEfaE t, gs :n&r & {iEqur * s nrd * fua *r arfr-ffiv t

jq{t-rd 3ri{f, t qrer qd flrlsr E 3rfra:ntlr Er d qfr-qi rdilrd fi affi qrF(rt €Er & +-flq
r;qrd 116 rrftFi+fi-- 1b44 fi uRr 35-EE + af-a f;tjrft-a la fit rar+ail *' sraq +. Ah tl{

TR 6 # cR Fd?;T ffr arfr EG(' t I -
The above aoolication sha.ll be made in duplicate in Form No. EA 8 as specified under Rule, q
of Central Eicise (Aooealsl Rules. 2001 wilhin 3 months from lhe dat:e on which the order
iou-elit-i;ue appezile?l'asaihst is cbmmunicated and shall l.rc ar^companied bv tryq copiqg eqch
of tEe OIO and'Order-Ifi-AoDeal. lt should also be accompanied bV a copv ol TR-6 Challan
evidencing payment of presbribed fee as prescribed under Section 35-EE oICEA, 1944, under
Major Head of Account.

qdtH,.rT 3rrida * ss EnrRfua ffittilta efffi fr 3rdl{rfr 6t srfr qrBu 
t

*6i Fdra {6q 116 ctrg sq] qr if$ 6ff fr ail rtr} 2ool- 6r sl{r ;r fuql Jrq 3it{ qE $Erd
16"."6 f,lu sTi t;qrfl 6t d 6qa 1000 -/ sT ,{adra fu'4r dfr r

The revision aoolication shall be acconlpanied av a fee oI Rs. 200/ where.the amo-unt
rnvolved in Ruddes One Lac or less artd Rs. 1000/: where the amount involved )s mure than
Rupees One l,at.

qfa r€ Jnasr fr fig rfr sn*t +r rrfl&r t crl q.t+ rya rnfer * frt' lfd 6l slrlilrd, 3q€d
a4 fi f+.qr arar s-riila'i Ts d?-q h dd ft, sfr fi frqr .ifi frr{. t il{i ai R(' q"liPrft $mifrq

fqrfufirur +t r'+ $fi-o qr +Aq €I+ri *l u* :nica fu-{r ardr t t / I" case, if the order
covers various numbers of order- irr Qriginal, lqe for each O.l.O. should be paid in the
;i,;i""-a**"ai;.;.*iiiri *ittiitalai"e the fac't that the orre appeal tq the Appellant Tribu nal or
lni .iEiriiiGitloh lo-thi'Ci"iiit dovl. ns the case mav be,'is filled lo avdid scriptoria work if
excisirrg Rd. I lakh fee oI Rs. 100/- fo| each.

qarRiefrfud ;qrqT6rq arc<F :rfufrrq, 1975, + 3q{fi I fi }--frffR W 3n*r vd rrrra weer frt
cfr q{ Ftrift-d 6.50 &t +T ;qEITnrq eIffi Ftfu-d "ilrn ildr {Gql i
C)ne conv of aoolication or O.l.O. ad the case mav be, and the order of the adjudicatmg
X'lir-,,j.lH 

"t,ri 
.i,%'ii"i'".lj"ii tid';id-ii oT'h"l ?-lsd' i'd pft;c;b;.j'ftd;;3ctii:a ule-t iil-rii'. ioT

the Couit Fee Act,1975, as amended.'

fiqr 116. ids i"qr{ etia; (rd tdr6{ 3{fl-drq ;qrqrfufi{ur (6r{ Fdfu) ffi, .1982 ,i qff-d

!-d :r&,BdFrd qErd) # sffid 6aA drJ fi :ik afr tqra 3rr6ft-d i+-fi drdr tt /
Attention is also invited to the rules coveflng these and othe! rglated, !:lttters contained in the
Ciiiii,mi, Exilse ?iiirlStrvice appeuate Tribr-inal (Procedure) Rules, 1982.

rL-E 3{ffiq qrffi 6t 3ffd ilfuf, if[i S +idEd ;qrq6, BF{d 3lk md-;rarq crdtrlfr} t fil\',
Jmd# frsn Aq &rfc **o,..b"c.gov.in 6) is SfA t | /
For the elaborate. detailed and Ia-lesr provisions relating lo _lrllng of appeal. to ihe higher
appellate authority, the appellart ma\ reler lo the Dcpartmental webslle \\-n!n\,'cDnc.Ro1'.ln

(i)

(ii)

(iii)

(iv)

(v)

(ri)

{D)

(E)

(G)

(F)
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:: Order-in-Appeal ::

25i/BYP.12017

The present appeals have been filed by the above mentioned appellants against the

Order-in-Original No.52lAC/Rural/BVR/RR/2016-17 dated 06.03.2017 passed by the

Assistant Commissioner, Central Excise, Bhavnagar (hereinafter referred to as the

adjudicating authority).

2. Briefly stated, the Directorate General of Central Excise Intelligence (here-in-

after referred to as the 'DGCEI' for brevity) of Ahmedabad Zonal Unit gathered an

intelligence that the ship breaking units of Alang, Dist. Bhavnagar, Gujarat were engaged

in large scale evasion of Central Excise duty by way of (i) clandestine removal of plates

and scrap to various rolling mills, traders etc. and (ii) undervaluation of plates and scrap

obtained out of ship breaking. It was also gathered that the ship breakers had carried out

said modus with the help of various brokers and commission agents, who issued fake

Cenvat invoices without physical supply ofgoods, adjusted financial entries, arranged for

fictitious transport documents, weighment slips, etc. to fabricate the trails of documents

and to mislead the enforcement agencies

3. Based on the same, the residential premise of Vinod Ambrishbhai Patel was

searched under Panchnama dated 30.03.2010 and some diaries, loose papers etc. wele

resumed. Thereafter statements of SbIi Vinod Ambrishbhai Patel and Shri Kishore

Ambrishbhai Patel were recorded under the provisions of Section 14 of the Centlal

c"

No.

Name of the

Appellant

Address Appellant

No.

Appeal No

0l Guru

Ship

Ir4/s.

Ashish

Breaking

Plot No. 128, Ship Breaking

Yard, Alang, Dist. Bhavnagar-

364081.

And;

206, Madhav Darshan,

Waghawadi Road, Dist.

Bhavnagar-3641 50.

And;

'UB Aggarwal House',

229112292-A11. Hill Drive,

Bhavnagar-364001 .

No- 1 23618YW2017

02 Shd Sukesh

Balkrishna

Aggarwal,

Partner of M/s.

Guru Ashish

Ship Breaking

Plot No. 128, Ship Breaking

Yard. Alang. Dist. Bhavnagar-

364081 .

And;
'UB Aggarwal House',

229112292-Nl, Hill Drive,

Bhavnagar-364001.

No. 2 237/BVW201I

03 Shri Vinod

Ambrishbhai

Patel

Plot No. 20, Santosh Park

Society. Subhash Nagar,

Bhavnagar.

And;

Plot No. 102, Escon Mega City,

Opp. Victoria Park. Bhavnagar-

364002.

No.3 25UBYW2017

04 Shd Kishore

Ambrishbhai

Patel, Proprietor

of NOs. Shree

Krishna

Enterprise
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Excise Act, 1944. Further, documents resumed fiom the said two brothers were also

confronted with Shri Sukesh Balkishna AggaMal, Partner of l\'lls. Guru Ashish Ship

Breaking, Plot No. 128, Ship Breaking Yard, Alang, Dist. Bhavnagar (Gujarat), and his

statements were also recorded. After completion of inquiry it was observed that the

appellants have evaded Central Excise duty by way of clandestine removal of dutiable

goods and by way of undervaluing their linal products, So, a Show Cause Notice F No.

DGCEtlAZUI36-8612013-14 dated 05.08.2013 was issued to (i) lWs Guru Ashish Ship

Breaking, Bhavnagar requiring them to show cause as to why the Central Excise duty of

Rs. 15,98,7591 (Rs. 18,051/- on account of clandestine removal of dutiable goods and

Rs. 15,80,708/- on account of undervaluation of dutiable final goods) should not be

recovered from them under proviso to erstwhile sub-section (1) of Section 11A

[thereafter substituted as Section l1A(4)] of Central Excise Act, 1944 alongwith lnterest

and imposition of Penalty under Section 11AC [thereafter substituted as Section

l lAC(l)(a)l of Central Excise Act, 1944 and under Rule 25 ofthe Central Excise Rules,

2002 (ii) Shri Sukesh Balkishna Aggarwal, Partner of M/s. Guru Ashish Ship Breaking,

and Ski Vinod Ambrishbhai Patel and Shri Kishore Ambrishbhai Patel, all of Bhavnagar

were called upon to show cause as to rvhy the Penalty under Rule 26(l) of the Central

Excise Rules, 2002 should not be imposed upon them. The SCN was adjudicated by the

Assistant Commissioner, Central llxcise, Bhavnagar vide Order-in-Original No.

52lAC/Rural/BVR/RR/2016- 17 dated 06.03.2017, who confirmed the demand of duty

alongwith interest and also imposed penalties, as proposed in the SCN. However, the

above mentioned appellants aggrieved by the irnpugned order. Hence these appeals.

4. With regard to confirmation of Central Excise duty ofRs. 18,0511 on account of

clandestine removal of dutiable goods and Rs. 15,80,708/- on account of undervaluation

along with appropriate interest and imposition of penalty of Rs. 15,98,759l- under

Section 1 1AC read with Rule 25 of the Central Excise Rules, 2002, lty'/s. Guru Ashish

Ship Breaking, Bhavnagar mainly contended that-

(a) The adjudicating authority had not considered the reply submitted before him and

the order passed by him is non-speaking and non-reasoned order. Therefore, the same

may be illegal, invalid and liable to be quashed.

(b) The clandestine removal has to be proved by production of affirmative, positive

and tangible evidences and not to be alleged on the basis of inference and reference. The

charges of clandestine removal are serious and it cannot be established on the basis of

data retrieved from the pen drive oI unverified nature. The onus to prove clandestine

removal is on the department.

(c) No statements of drivers or owners of the trucks have been recorded' No

statements of buyers / purchasers were recorded. No conoborative evidences are

available about receipt of cash amount. And, no corroborative evidences are available to

prove that the transactions recorded in the diaries maintained by Shri Vinod Ambrishbhai

Patel, broker, were correct. Apart from the diaries, which is not carrying much

evidentiary value, there is nothing on record to establish clandestine removal'

(d) The entries made in diary no. A./10 and in MS Excel Sheet named as Radisson 30-

09-10, retrieved by the DFS from the pen drive resumed from Shri vinod Ambrishbhai

Patel might be of inquiry ofrate and quantity etc. There is a practice in the ship breaking

industry that brokers are inquiring the rates etc. over phone. Further, neither Shri Vinod

patel nor Shri sukesh Balkishla Aggaxwal have confessed the clandestine removal.

- ' :i''
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(e) As per the Indian Evidence Act, the burden ofprooflies on the party who contend

something. The value and evidences thereof are to be disclosed with reasons and

documents by the revenue authority, But, in this case this burden was not correctly

discharged.

(0 The deposition made by different persons in their statements are not relevant.

None of the tmnsporter had confirmed that they have transported clandestinely removed

goods for appellant and none of the purchaser had confessed that the such goods were

purchased by them. The appellant has mentioned several judgments in their support.

(h) As regard to duty evasion on account of under valuation of goods, it was

submitted that scrap generated from old and used ships were not of similar natue. It

depends upon the size, built and usage of the ship. The scrap generated from bigger, non-

riveted and less used ships are costlier than that of small, riveted and old ships used for

more than 25 years. Further, the types of ship also makes impact on valuation. The other

local factors affects the price are (i) size of scrap plates (ii) quantity to be sold or

purchased (iii) terms of payment (iv) cluality of scrap plates. Further, the prices declared

by the agencies were for guidance purpose. The demand of undervaluation was raised on

presumption and assumption.

(il They sold their goods at competitive price and there is no allegation as to

transactions were with related persons and the price charged is not the sole consideration.

Further sales were made in ordinary course ofbusiness. Thus, in absence ofany evidence

with respect to the money flow back and with the fact that no inquiry at the end ofbuyers

of goods have been made, the prices/values mentioned in the invoices of appellant are to

be laken as transaction value. They relied upon on fourjudgments in this regard.

O lt is established principle that for imposition of penalty the intension about

commission of any offence is to be proved. In absence of any evidence that excisable

goods were cleared without payment of duty and by undervaluing them, the question of

penalty doesn't arise. That no evidence was adduced in the SCN to establish thal the

alleged acts or omissions have been deliberately committed by the appellant. And,

therefore, no penalty under Section l lAC ofthe Central Excise Act, 1944 and Rule 25 of

the Central Excise Rules, 2002 is imposable when no mala fide intension to evade

payment of duty.

5. With regard to imposition of penalty of Rs. 15,98,7591 under Rule 26(l) of the

Central Excise Rules, 2002, Shri Sukesh Balkishna Aggarwal, Partner of M/s. Guru

Ashish Ship Breaking, Bhavnagar has contended that-

(a) The adjudicating authority had not considered the reply submitted before him and

the order passed by him is non-reasoned order. Further, when the partnership firm is

penalized, the partner cannot be penalized. In this regard the appellants relied upon on

three decisions.

(b) That the appellants had not acted with personal motive and gain. The penaltl'

could be imposed on the person who acquired possession or otherwise dealt with the

excisable goods wltich was liable for confiscation. Whereas' the appellant had no such

belief that the goods was liable for conllscation. AIso, the department had not produced

any evidence that the appellants have played vital role with relarion to evasion of Central

Excise duty and closely handled the realization of unaccounted money

r'i
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(c) He had not suppressed any clearance of excisable goods and not removed the

same clandestinely with intent to evacle payment of duty and also not under-valued the

goods. Based on this he requested that no penalty should be imposed upon him'

6. With regard to imposition of penalty of Rs l8,051l under Rule 26(1) of the

central Excise Rules, 2002 on each, Shri Vinod Ambrishbhai Patel and Shtri Kishore

Ambrishbhai Patel, Proprietor of M/s. Sluee Krishna Enterprise, Bhavnagar contended

that-

(a) No evidence has been produced that the appellants have obtained possession of

clandestinely removed goods valued at Rs. 2,19,0661 involving duty of Rs. 18,0511

without proper invoice. No investigation at the end of buyers were conducted and no

conoborative evidences are available on record that the appellants have received cash

amount. It is improper to penalize them on the basis of diaries maintained for the

estimates. That the diary no. A"/10 and pen drive recovered from them were nothing but

an estimate made by them. That Slui Sukesh Balkishna Aggarwal, parbrer of vl/s. Guru

Ashish Ship Breaking has also not confessed that they have made any clandestine

clearance.

(b) They have never transacted rvith unaccounted cash with any ship breakers or

buyers. During the search made by the department, no such unaccounted cash was found'

(c) They requested for supply o1'Relied Upon Documents, but the same was no

acceded to. They asked for soft copies of RUDs. But they were not provided the same.

Further, they were also not provided hard copy ofRUDs. The department cannot expect a

reply from the appellants without supplying of RUDs.

(d) The adjudicating authority had not considered the reply submitted by them and

ignored the judgments put forth by them. In this way the order passed by the adjudicating

authority was non-speaking and non-reasoned. It is not the case that the appellants have

not co-operated. They have cooperated during the investigation and gave true and correct

statements. They have not given any evasive reply.

(e) That the appellants are not covered under Rule 26(1), as they have not dealt with

any excisable goods in any manner. They have only introduced purchaser. For imposition

of penalty, the possession of excisable goods with knowledge or belief that the same is

liable for confiscation under the Central Excise Act is required or the person have

concerned himself in transportation, removing, depositing, keeping, concealing, selling or

purchasing or has in any manner dealt with excisable goods with such knowledge or

belief.

7. Hearing for appeals hled by the appellant nos. l, 2, 3, and 4 was held on

21.02.2018, which was attended by Shri NI. N. Vadodariya, consultant and Chartered

Accountant. During the hearing he reiterated the submissions made in the respective

appeal memos and submitted additional submission daled 21.02.2018 for consideration

and requested to drop the impugned order passed by the adjudicating authority'

8. I have carefully gone through thg f4pts of the case, impugned adjudication order'

appeal memos and submissions made during the personal hearilg. From which, I found

following issues to be decided by me in this order

)r',:; '
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(i) Whether the clandestine removal of excisable goods have been made and subsequently

rvhether M/s. Guru Ashish Ship Breaking. Bhavnagar are liable for payment of duty

along with interest and penalties or otherwise;

(ii) Whether the excisable goods have been undervalued at the time of their removal by

the appellant viz. Ir4/s. Guru Ashish Ship Breaking, Bhavnagar, and;

(iii) Whether, the other appellants have indulged themselves in clandestine removal of

excisable goods and subsequently made liable themselves for penalty or otherwise.

9. I find that the officers of DGCEI, Ahmedabad conducted a coordinated search at

the places of various brokers and transpofiers, from where incriminating documents like

various diaries, files, loose papers, compact disk, pen drive, etc. and lony receipts,

booking / trip registers etc. were resumed. Further, searches were also conducted at the

premises of ship breaking units. During preliminary inquiry ofthe records resumed, the

intelligence gathered was validated and therefore detailed inquiry rvas carried out.

10. With regard to the demand ol duty of Rs. 18,0511 on account of clandestine

removal of soap, M/s. Guru Ashish Ship Breaking had submitted that the adjudicating

authority had not considered the reply submi(ed before him and the clandestine removal

has to be proved by production of affirmative, positive and tangible evidences. No

statements of drivers or owners of the trucks have been recorded. No statements of

buyers / purchasers were recorded. They have also raised question that no conoborative

evidences are available about receipt of cash amount and, no corroborative evidences are

available to prove that the transactions recorded in the diaries maintained by Shri Vinod

Ambrishbhai Patel, broker, were corect. For the same I find that the inquiry was

conducted with respect to data contained in the diaries, computer, laptop, hard disk, pen

drive, etc. seized from the residence of Shri Vinod Ambrishbhai Patel and Shri Kishore

Ambrishbhai Patel. On conducting forensic analysis of the electronic storage devices, it

stipulated clear details of transactions of sales and purchase of ship breaking materials

viz. scrap of propeller and stainless steel. Further, the details contained in these devices

were tallied and found correct with the details nanated in the diaries resumed from the

residence of Shri Vinod Ambrishbhai Patel and Shri Kishore Ambrishbhai Patel. It is

important to note here that the diary no. A"/10 contained the details of goods purchased,

plot number of ship breakers, date of transactions etc. and the details have been narrated

on both "Dr" Debit as well as "Cr" Credit side of the diary. So, it is proved that the

allegation of clandestine removal of dutiable goods have been clearly supported and

coroborated by the evidences.

10.1 Fu(her, the appellant argued that the entries made in diary no. A/10 and in MS

Excel Sheet named as Radisson 30-09-10, retrieved by the DFS from the pen drive might

be of inquiry ofrate and quantity etc. Further, neither Shri Vinod Ambrishbhai Patel nor

Shri Sukesh Balkrishna Aggarwal have confessed the clandestine removal. For the same,

I find that no man of a prudence mind note down such transactions with exact details on

his ou.n and without completion ofthe transactions. It was seen that the amount was also

shown after deducting last three digits of the transactions' This showed that there were

enough evidences against the appellant, which can be admissible under &e Indian

Evidence Act, and thus the department had proYed that the appellant was indulged in

clandestine removal of goods. As such the case was clearly proved against the appellant

there was no need to record the evidences at the end of buyers and transpoders etc. Even

otherwise, it is settled law that in cases of clandestine removal, department is not required

to prove the case with mathematical precision. My view are duly supported by judgment

of the Apex Court in the case of Collector of Customs, Madras and Others Vs D'

Bhoormull - 1983 ( l3) E.L.T. 1546 (S.C.), wherein it was held that -
..'f.,-'-.
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"30. It cannot be disputed tlut in proceedings for imposing penalties under

clause (8) of Section 167, to which Section l78A does not apply, the burden of proving

that the goods are smuggled goods, is on the Department. This is a fundamental rule

relqting to proof in qll criminal or quasi-criminal proceedings, where there is no

statutory provision to the contrcty. But in appreciating ils scope and the nature of lhe

onus cdsl by it, we must pay clue regard to other kindred principles, no less fundamental,

or uniyersal application. one of them is that the prusecution or the Department is not

required to prove its case with mathematical precbion to a demonstrable degtee; for, in

all human affairs absolute certainty is a myth, and as Prof. Brett felicitousu puls it-

"all exactness is a fake". El Dorsdo of absolute Proof being unattainable, the law,

accepts for it, probability as a working substitute in this work-a-ilay world The law

tloes not require the prosecution to prove the impossible. All that it requires is the

establishment of such a clegree of probability thdt a prudent man ma!, on its basis,

believe in the exbtence of the fact in bsue. Thus legal proof is not necessarily perlect

proof often it is nothing mofe thdn a prudent man's estimate as to the probabilities of

tlrc case.

31. The other cardinal principle having an important bearing on the incidence

of burtlen of proof is that sufficiency and weight of the evidence is to be considered to use

the wnrcls of Lord Mansfield in Blatch v. Archar (1774) I Cowp' 6j at p 65 "According

to the Proof which it was in the power of one side to prove and in the power of the other

to have contradicted". since it is exceerlingly dfficult, if ot absolutel] impossible for

the wosecutiott to prcve facts which are especially within the knowledge of the

opponent or tlre sccused, it b ttot obtige(t to prove lhem ss part of its primary burden"'

10.2 Regarding demand of duty on the basis of dairies Iecovered from brokers, Shri

Vinod Ambrishbhai Patel and Shri Kishore Ambrishbhai Patel, it has been contended by

the appellant that the demand made on the basis of third party documents is not

sustainable. In this regard, I find that in the diaries maintained by the brokers, licit and as

rvell as illicit transactions of the appellant are recorded. It is found that the transactions

recorded in the diaries also tallies with the data stored in the electronic storage devices.

Further, Shri Sukesh Balkishna Aggarwal, Partner of the appellant firm agreed that

wherever ,'128" is wdtten in the diaries found from the residence of shri vinod

Ambrishbhai Patel and Shri Kishore Anrbrishbhai Patel have indicated of Plot No. 128

i.e.theplotofappellantfirm.Thus,theauthenticityofthediariesandotherrecords
recovered from the brokers is established. Thus, the case is based not only on third party

documentsbutdulycorroboratedbyotherevidences,suchStatementshaveneverbeen

retracted and hence have evidentiary value. Fu(her, combined study of all such evidences

reflected that the evasion has taken place and appellant have induiged in it. So, in this

case the third party evidence can be admitted. It appeared that all transactions were

recorded in ciphered and coded manner. and the case was made out after deciphering and

decoding the same. Further, Sfui Vinod Ambrishbhai Patel and Shd Kishore

Ambrishbhai Patel had also not cooperated during the inquiry. The transactions recorded

in diaries and storage devices seized from them were further corroborated with relevant

record. Therefore, these are considered as vital and crucial evidences as per the Indian

Evidence Acr, 1872 and they are sufficient to prove the case made out against the

appellant.

.I

10.3 In view ofthe above, I find that the arguments put fofih by the appellant is ofno

help to them and department has adduced enough evidence to show tllat the appellant was

engaged in clandestine removal of the goods and therefore, the case laws 
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appellant are also of no help to them, as facts of the plesent case clearly shows evidences

that the appellant was engaged in evasion of duty by way of clandestine removal of their

goods.

11. Regarding allegation of undervaluation, it has been contended that they were

clearing the scrap at competitive rate and based on material emerging from breaking of

the ship and thus the valuation was dependent on many factors like age of ship, quality of

material etc. and therefore the price published by lrzl/s. Major and Minors cannot be taken

in the era of assessment based on transaction value. The department has also not proved

receipt of money from buyers over and above invoice value. In this regard, I find that

sratements of various angadia were recorded, wherein it was clearly tlanspired that lhe

transactions in unaccounted cash over and above the invoice value took place. The

appellant have not challenged receipt of cash either tfuough brokers or through angadia'

Thus, department has proved receipt ofmouey over and above invoice value. Further, the

price adopted by DGCEI is also relied upon by most ofthe ship breaking yards ofAlang

and the goods emerging out of breaking up of ship is sold at or about the same rate. I find

that in order ro be just and fair, the investigation has also allowed variation up to 2% in

the price published by Major and Minors- Thus, I find that it is not a case where flow

back of money or receipt of consideration over and above invoice value is not

established. It is but natural that in a case where the assessee is engaged in clandestine

clearance as well as undervaluation ofgoods produced by them, no one can establish one-

to-one correlation ofgoods sold and payments received in cash or through angadia. In my

view, it is sufficient evidence that as per the dairies recovered from brokers, cash

transactions took place between various roliing mills/fumace units and the appellant

through the brokers and hence it can be said that the appellant received some payment in

cash over and above invoice value through illegal charurels. Therefore, I find that the

rejection of transaction value and replacement of the same by the price prevailing is

conect in view of Valuation Rules as well as section 4 ofthe Central Excise Act, 1944.

11.1 In view of the above, it is proved that M/s. Guru Ashish Ship Breaking,

Bhavnagar have evaded payment of central Excise duty by way of clandestine removal

of goods as well as by undenaluation of the goods. Therefore, I find that the order of

adjudicating authority is proper and is required to be upheld.

12. Shri Sukesh Balloishna Aggarwal, Partner of M/s Guru Ashish Ship Breaking,

Bhavnagar has contended that they have not played vital role in the case and that when

partnership firm is penalized, no penalty can be imposed upon partners. They have cited

some case laws also in support of their contention. In this regard I find that in case ol

M/s. N. Chittaranjan Vs CESTAT, Chennai - 2017 (350) ELT 78 (Mad ), Hon High

courl has held that looking to the facts of each case, separate penalty can be imposed

upon pafiner of partnership firm, even if the firm is penalized. Therefore, I find that the

case laws cited by them is of no help to them. Further, coming to the role played by him,

I find that he was the key person of the appellant firm and was directly involved in

clandestine removal of goods as well as undervaluation of the goods manufactured by his

firm. He was looking after the dayto-day functions of M/s. Guru Ashish Ship Breaking,

Bhavnagar and was concemed himself in all matters related to excisable goods, including

manutacture, storage, removal, transportation, selling etc' of such goods, which he knew

or has reason to believe thal were liable for confiscation under the Central Excise Act,

1944 and the rules made there under. His role is discussed in detail in the OIO passed by

theadjudicatingauthodty,asperwhichheagreedinhisstatementdatedl6.0T'2013that

he was knowing that N4/s. Guru Ashish Ship Breaking had sold scrap of propeller and

stainless steel through Shri vinod Ambrishbhai Patel and Shri Kishore Ambrishbhai

$\)!'
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Patel. Further, he confirmed that the details mentioned on Page No. 138 of diary no'

A./10, seized ftom Shri Vinod Patel and shri Kishore Patel matches with the lnvoice No.

1496 dated 04.03.2009 issued by lvus. Guru Ashish ship Breaking. He further agreed that

wherever "128" have been mentioned in the diaries maintained by Shri Vinod Patel and

Slui Kishore Patel, it pertain to his firm i.e. I\4/s. Guru Ashish Ship Breaking, Bhavnagar.

Looking to his involvement in the case and gravity, I find that imposition of penalty upon

both ofthem under Rule 26 ofthe Central Excise Rules,2002 is proper andjustified.

13. Coming to the penalties imposed upon Shri Vinod Ambrishbhai Patel and Shri

Kishore Ambrishbhai Patel, brokers in the case, they have coutended that they have not

dealt rvith the goods in the manner prescribed under Rule 26 ofthe Central Excise Rules,

2002 andtherefore not liable to penalty. In this regard, 1find that the diaries maintained

by Shri Vinod Ambrishbhai Patel were in coded language contained details of licit and

illicit clearances of the appellant frm. When asked about the same, both have provided

evasive replies like, the accounts were imaginary or the figures are h1'pothetical etc. They

never decoded or co-operated in the investigation. However, by immense efforts, the

agency decoded the data and the whole chapter of clandestine removal was revealed.

When these details were confronted with both the brothers, they adopted different

strategy to escape punitive actions. The decoded data matched with the data maintained

in electronic form. This authenticates the data maintained by SIui Vinod Ambrishbhai

Patel. When asked for, Shri Vinod Patel replied that he had nothing to do with activities

of M/s. Shree Krishna Enterprise. His brother, ShLri Kishore Ambrishbhai Patel was

handling business of registered dealer and was involved in lacilitating clandestine

removal through his dealer firm. The records also showed cash tlansactions with various

buyers and sellers through angadias. 1'herefore, his role is very much covered under Rule

26 of the Central Excise Rules, 2002. Therefbre, penalty imposed by the adjudicating

authority is proper and there is no need to interfere with the salne.

14. I find that the facts ofthe case are distinguishable from the judgments relied upon

by the appellants in as much as all the docunents and data storage devices resumed /

collected, analysis thereof have been corroborated with each other. Any of the appellant

has not retracted their statements. So, they are valid and legal in the eyes of law. The

persons involved in this case have closely monitored, arranged, financed and managed all

aftairs of clandestine clearances and clearances by way of undervaluation made by M/s.

Guru Ashish Ship Breaking, Bhavnagar, and thus played vital role in evasion of Central

Excise duty. Instead, I find the following case laws relevant for impugned case.

(a) The statements of the accused, ifnot retracted, the same is legal and valid in the eyes

of law. And the same can be considered as corroborative evidence and no further

evidence is required. (i) Naresh J. Sukhawani [1996 (83) ELT 258 (SC)] (ii) Rakesh

Kum4r Garg [2016 (331) ELT 321 HC-Delhi]

(b) That the evidence or statement or admission or confession is a substantial piece of

evidence, which can be used against the maker of it (i) Comlnissioner of Central Excise'

Munibai-V Vs. AIex Industries [2008 (230) 073 ELT (Tri Mumbai)] (ii) ]r'{/s. Divine

Solutions Vs. Commissioner of Central Excise, Coimbatore [2006 (206) ELT (Tri.

Chennai)l (iii) IvUs. Karoi Engg. Works Vs. Conrmissioner of Central Excise, Delhi

[2004 (168) ELT 373 (Tri. Delhi)]

(c) Even if the statement was retracted, considering the other facts of the case and

corroboration made with other evidences, the same can be relied upon and the persons

su,,
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involved can be penalized for their acts. CCE, Mumbai Vs. M/s. Klavert Foods India Pvt

Ltd. [201 1-TiOL-76-SC-CX]

(d) The penalty on director of company is imposable, when he was directly involved in

the evasion of Central Excise duty. CCE, Surat-I Vs. P.S. Singhvi [2011 (271) ELT 16

(Gui)l

(e) Fraud is a well known vitiates every solemn act. Fraud and Justice never dwell

togelher. Fraud is a conduct either by letter or words and also includes known

misrepresentation. Fraud is anathema to all equitable principles and any affair tainted

with fraud cannot be perpetuated or saved by the application of any equitable doctrine

including res judicata. (i) CC (P) Vs. Aafloat Textiles (India) P!1. Ltd. [2009 (235) ELT

587 (SC)l and (ii) Ram Chndra Singh Vs. Savitri Devi and Ors. [2003 (8) SCC 319]

(11 Further, it is also settled legal position that once the case of clandestine removal of

excisable goods, in the manner it has been executed in the current case is established, it is

not necessary to prove the same with mathematical or clinical precision. (i) Madras and

Others Vs. D. Bhoormull [983 (13) ELT 1631 (SC)] and (ii) Shah Guman Mal Vs. State

ofAndka Pradesh [1983 (13) ELT 1546 (SC)]

15. In view ofthe above, I uphold the order passed by the adjudicating authority and

reject the appeals filed by the appellants.

16. 3ffi (4Rr ilS ff ar$ 3Tff'f, 6r BtrERr 3qffld dfth t fu-ql ardr tt I th"

appeals filed by the appellants stands disposed off in above manner
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By Regd. / Speed Post A. D

To,

(i) M/s. Guru Ashish Ship Breaking, PIot No' 128, Ship Breaking Yard, Alang, Dist'

Bhavnagar-364081 AND 206, Madhav Darshan, Waghawadi Road, Dist Bhavnagar-

364150 AND'UB Aggarwal House',2291i2292'N l, Hill Drive, Bhavnagar-364001'

(ii) Slui Sukesh Balkishna Aggarwal, Partner of lvl/s. Guru Ashish Ship Breaking, Plot

No. 128, Ship Breaking Yard, Alang, Dist. Bhavnagar-364081 AND'UB Aggarual

Hotse' ,229112292-A/ 1 , Hill Drive, Bhavnagar-3 6400 1 '

(iiD Shd Vinod Ambrishbhai Patel, Plot No. 20, Santosh Park Society, Subhash Nagar'

Bhavnagar AND Plot No. 102, Escon Me ga City, Opp Victoria Park' Bhavnagar-

364002.

(iv) Shri Kishore Ambrishbhai Patel, Proprietor of NOs Shree Krishna Enterprise' Plot

No. 20, Santosh Park Society, Subhash Nagar, Bhavnagar AND 304' Shopper's Point"

Parimal Chowk, Waghawadi, Bhavnagar'3 64001'
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